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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time nnay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to Gommunication(s) filed on 04 August 2005 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-9,13-15.17 and 18 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed, 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-9,13-15,17 and 18 is/are rejected. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1. 85(a). 
Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawlng(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -9, 1 3-1 5, and 1 7-1 8 remain for examination. 

2. In view of the appeal brief filed 8/4/05, prosecution has been reopened. New 
grounds of rejection are set forth below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 13-15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Davies (U.S. Patent 6,262,741) and further in view of Roy et al. (U.S. 
Patent 5,966,135). 

Referring to Claim 1 : 

Davies teaches a method of gathering data from a database, comprising: 
storing within a database table, objects containing image data, said database table 
comprising at least one row including objects having multiple data types, each data type 
being stored within a different column within said database (Figure 7B-1); receiving, in a 
server system, objects extracted from at least one row of said database table in 
response to a first request received from a client system, the objects corresponding to 
one or more layers (col. 7, lines 30-40; col. 1 1 , line 50 - col. 1 2, line 55); displaying said 
representation of the image data in the client system (col. 14, lines 35-40), generating a 
second request for at least one additional layer of image data in response to a selection 
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at said client system of an element of the delayed representation of the image data 
(element 628 of Fig. 10; col. 14, lines 58-60); receiving, in a server system, additional 
objects extracted from at least one additional row of said database table in response to 
a first request received from a client system, the objects corresponding to one or more 
layers (col. col. 11, line 50 - col. 12, line 55); and displaying said updated 
representation of the image data in the client system (col. 14, lines35-40; Figs. 6a-6f). 

Davies appears to be silent regarding combining the received image data into a 
single file containing a representation of the image data for communication to the client 
system. However, Roy discloses this limitation (col. 4, lines 55-65; col. 5, lines 10-20). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include this limitation into the system disclosed by Davies. The motivation 
for doing so would be to allow the use of a commonly used technology (a Web browser) 
to facilitate viewing geographic data over a network (col. 3, lines 25-37). 

Referring to Claim 13: 

Davies teaches a system comprising: a database including a database table, 
said database table comprising at least one row including objects containing geospatial 
data, said objects having multiple data types, each data type being stored within a 
different column within said database table (Figure 7B-1); an interface to said database 
system (element 322 of Figure 8), an interface to said client system (element 342 of 
Figure 8), a controller adapted to receive a first request from the client system, and in 
response to said first request: receive objects containing geospatial data extracted from 
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the database system (col. 1 1 , line 50 - col. 12, line 55); means for displaying said visual 
representation of the image data in the client system (element 1 12 of Figure 8); and 
said controller further adapted to receive a second request from the client system 
generate in response to a selection at said client system of an element of the displayed 
representation of the image data in the client system, and in response to said second 
request, receive additional objects containing geospatial data extracted from the 
database system (col. 1 1 , line 50 - col. 12, line 55). 

Davies appears to be silent regarding combining the objects into a single file 
containing a representation of the image data for communication to the client system. 
However, Roy discloses this limitation (col. 4, lines 55-65; col. 5, lines 10-20). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include this limitation into the system disclosed by Davies. The motivation for doing 
so would be to allow the use of a commonly used technology (a Web browser) to 
facilitate viewing geographic data over a network (col. 3, lines 25-37). 

Referring to Claims 2 and 14: 

Davies in view of Roy discloses the limitations as discussed in Claims 1 and 13 
above. Davies further discloses said database comprises an object relational database 
(col. 8, lines 55-60). 
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Referring to Claims 3 and 17: 

Davies in view of Roy discloses the limitations as discussed in Claims 1 and 13 
above. Roy further discloses creating a file comprises creating a markup language file 
(col. 8, lines 45-55). 

Referring to Claim 5: 

Davies in view of Roy discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 1 above. 
Davies and Roy further disclose said objects containing geospatial data (Davies: 
Figures 6A-6F; Roy: col. 5, lines 20-35), 

Referring to Claims 6, 7, and 15: 

Davies in view of Roy discloses the limitations as discussed in Claims 1 and 13 
above. Davies and Roy further discloses said objects contain geospatial data and said 
multiple data types include at least one of the following elements: an image, points, 
lines, and polygons (Davies: col. 7, lines 62-67; Roy: col. 5, lines 20-35). 

Referring to Claim 8: 

Davies in view of Roy discloses the limitations as discussed in Claim 7 above. 
Roy further discloses combining the objects comprises combining two or more of the 
image, points, lines, and polygons (coL 3, lines 40-60; col. 6, lines 10-25; col. 7, lines 
45-55). 
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5. Claims 4, 9, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Davies and Roy as applied to claims 3, 8, and 13 above, and 
further in view of Lipkin (U.S. Patent 6,348,927). 

Referring to Claims 4, 9, and 18: 

Davies and Roy disclose the limitations as discussed in Claims 3, 8, and 13. 

Davies in view of Roy does not explicitly disclose the claimed "creating a Virtual 
Reality Markup Language file". 

Lipkin discloses creating the file comprises creating a Virtual Reality Markup 
Language file (col 5, lines 45-55). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Davies in view of Rot to create a Markup Language file. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this because it would 
allow the information to be displayed on a browser (Lipkin: Fig. 1). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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